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Besides the proceedings of the Medical Society, the numbers before us 
contain, in the original department, a history of a case of volvulus cured by 
the introduction of a sound per anum by Dr. Meirelles. A memoir on 
tobacco by Dr. Main. A description of two native plants by Dr. Xavier. 
On the miasma of cholera by Dr Candido. Relation ofa casein which there 
occurred an ulcer penetrating the aorta at its origin with the heart, giving 
rise to an effusion of blood into the cavity of the pericardium, by Dr. Pi¬ 
mentel. Topography of the city of Recife, in the Province of Pernambuco, 
&c. &c. 

The contents of these five numbers have impressed us with a very 
favourable opinion of the state of medical science at Rio Janeiro. 

D. F. C. 


Art. XXVIII .—Memoire sur le Cholera-Morbus, eomplique d'unc Epidemic dc 
Pierre Jaune , qui a regne simultanement a la Naurclle Orleans cn 1832. Par 
M. Michel Halpiien, Docteur Medicin a la Nouvelle Orleans. 8vc. pp. 192. 
Paris, 1833. 

Observations sur le Cholera-Morbus qui a regne a la Nouvelle Orleans cn 1833 el 
cn 1834; faisant suite au Memoire sur le Cholera-Morbus dc 1832. Par M. Mi¬ 
chel Halphen, Docteur Medicin, &c. 8vo. pp. 182. Paris, 1835. 

A Memoir upon Cholera Morbus complicated with Yellow Fever , as it prevailed in 
New Orleans during the epidemic oj 1832. 

Observations upon Cholera Morbus as it appeared in New Orleans, during the years 
1833 /ind 1834; being a Sctpicl to the foregoing Memoir. By M. M. Halphen, 
M. D., of New Orleans. 

These two works of M. Halpiien present an extremely interesting history 
of the epidemic cholera, which prevailed at New Orleans, during the years 
1832,1833, and 1834. They embrace, likewise, the detailed account of one 
hundred and twenty-three cases of the disease, which fell under the care of 
the author; the whole presenting a very full clinical exposition of its mode 
of invasion, symptoms, progress, and termination, together with the plan of 
treatment which, according to his statement, he has found almost iavariably 
successful. 

The Observations of M. Halphen are the more interesting, from the fact 
of the cholera having prevailed at New Orleans, in conjunction with an 
epidemic of yellow fever; many of the patients being affected with both dis¬ 
eases either simultaneously or successively. 

The author presents, in the first place, a view of every important particu¬ 
lar connected with those localities, where thetwo epidemics prevailed most 
extensively. Pointing out succinctly the nature of the soil, climate, water, 
buildings, public and private establishments; together with the food of the 
inhabitants, their modes of life, and the defects in the sanitary regulations 
of the city, and in their administration. The period and manner in which 
the cholera made its appearance in New Orleans, are then considered. 

Towards the decline of the summer of 1832, there suddenly occurred, we 
are told, in that city, numerous well characterized cases of malignant re¬ 
mittent fever, of gaslro-cephalitis and of enteritis. On the 22nd of Septem¬ 
ber a few scattered cases of yellow fever were observed. The cases increas- 
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ed during the first days of October, and by the fifteenth of that month the 
disease had assumed a decidedly epidemical character. Never, according 
to M. Halphen, did the fever present symptoms of greater intensity or d«f 
mand a more active treatment. General depletion in the commencement of 
the attack, and other antiphlogistic remedies were almost invariably de- 
manded-remedies, which our author has found to be altogether inadmissi- 
ble in other visitations of the disease. 

While the yellow fever was thus prevailing as an epidemic, the cholera 
likewise, made its appearance at New Orleans. M. Halphen would appear 
to refer the introduction^ the latter into that city, to the arrival of passen¬ 
gers from on board the steamboat Constitution, from St. Louis. He never¬ 
theless waives the question as to its contagious character, admitting that 
“both the yellow fever and cholera are produced by a morbid state of the 
atmospheric air.” “The miasms which give rise to cholera, or which result 
fi om it, are, in his opinion, of so deleterious a nature, that they are capable 
ill combining with those miasms for which they have a particular affinity 
of generating a source of contagion, sufficient to produce an epidemic 
wherever circumstances favourable to the generation of such miasms art- 
present.” “The cholera,” lie remarks in another place, "never manifests 
itself epidemically excepting when local causes favour its developement- 
and among these causes, the insalubrity ofa neighbourhood is to be ranked 
at the head of the list. Hence, when we consider the physico-medical to¬ 
pography of New Orleans, we can readily explain the reason why in that 
city, the disease has prevailed so extensively and permanent!!-, and has been 
attended with so great a degree of mortality.” 

In 1832, out ofa population of about fifty thousand, one hundred deaths 
lrom cholera were known to take place daily; and in the space ofa very few 
days onc-seventh of the entire population was included among its victims. 
During the two succeeding years the disease recurred; and sporadic cases, 
more or less numerous, according to accidental circumstances, have appear- 
ed every year subsequently. 

On the 12th ofNovember, 1S32, the wind changed to north-west, and the 
temperature, of the atmosphere became suddenly reduced. In less than 
three days from that period the epidemic had almost entirely ceased; sub- 
sequent to the 16th or the month, scarcely a solitary case was observed. 

The author presents the details orfifty-seven cases of cholera treated by 
him during this year. Eight or fen of these, were cases in which the dis- 
etme occurred in subjects, who were labouring under yellow fever. From 
these cases, it would appear, that the antiphlogistic treatment, while it 
evidently reduced the violence of the fever, favoured the developement 
of cholera. It was only by the adoption of an opposite plan of treatment, 
that the author succeeded in controlling the latter disease, when it occur- 
red under such circumstances. 

Several ot the cases detailed by M. Halphen seem to prove, what the au¬ 
thor asserts to be invariably the case, that the occurrence of an attack of 
cholera reduces almost immediately the intensity of the symptoms ofyellow 
ever, when the patient has been labouring- under this disease; and that in 
proportion as the former becomes developed, the latter abates, and finally 
disappears. The author has never, however, seen the symptoms of cholera 
cede upon an attack of yellow fever; hence, he concludes, that the first lias 
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a much more malignant influence upon the organa of the body than the 
latter. 

Another fact not less certain, according to M. Halphen, is, that persons 
who have not become acclimatized to the yellow fever, arriving in New 
Orleans during the prevalence of cholera, have not been affected as they 
would have been in ordinary seasons, or had the cholera not prevailed. 
Again, in such of them as had experienced anattack of cholera, the disease, 
when it did occur, was less severe than even in the acclimatized, and. 
Anally, many individuals labouring under gastro-enterilis, have found them¬ 
selves completely cured of it, after recovering from the cholera. 

The remedy upon which the author chiefly depended for the cure of cho¬ 
lera in the cases which fell under his care, was sulphat ofquinia, combined 
with lactucarium; and the facts which he has adduced,would all certainly ap¬ 
pear to prove it superior in efficiency to all the other remedies that have 
been proposed for this disease. It was administered either in pills, com¬ 
posed each of three or four grains of sulphat of quinia and half a grain to a 
grain of lactucarium, and administered every five, ten, Ween, or twenty mi¬ 
nutes, until reaction look place; or forty grains of the sulphat of quinia and 
from six to ten grains of lactucarium were dissolved in six ounces of fluid, of 
which a spoonful was given at intervals more or less short, according to 
the circumstances of the case. Six to ten grains of the Eulphat of quinia, 
and from two to four of the lactucarium, in a pint of mucilage, were also in¬ 
jected per anum, every fifteen minutes, until the diarrhtra was suspended. 
Sinipisms and stimulating liniments to the surface were at the same time 
frequently employed. 

By this plan of treatment, we are assured by M. Halphen, that a general, 
moderate, and regular reaction was almost invariably established, and the 
speedy convalescence of the patient ensured. 

The author has given an account of but few autopsical examinations, and 
these are very deficient in their details. 

Only a single case is recorded in the works before us, in which a fatal re¬ 
sult ensued under the use ot'thc quinia and lactucarium. We should have been 
more satisfied, and been enabled to arrive at a more positive conclusion in 
regard to the real value of the remedy, had the author enabled us to judge 
of the final result of the whole number of cases in which it was employed 
by him; we are always suspicious, when, in an epidemical disease of so vio¬ 
lent a character ns cholera, we receive statements of the almost universal 
success of any remedy or set of remedies. Our own experience has taught 
us, that, during the height of the epidemic, a very large number of cases 
will prove rapidly fatal under almost any plan of treatment. We do not 
wish to be considered as insinuating a want of honesty or perfect candour 
on the part of M. Halphen in the statements given in the works before us; 
we merely regret that all the data necessary to form a satisfactory opi¬ 
nion in regard to the efficacy of the combination of quinia and lactucarium 
in the treatment of cholera have not been afforded us. 

In the observations of our author upon the cholera as it appeared at New 
Orleans, in 1833, he remarks, that all the facts he has been enabled to collect, 
establish fully the predominance of that disease over every other. In the 
preceding year, all the strangers who arrived during the simultaneous pre¬ 
valence of the cholera and yellow fever were exempted from an attack of 
the latter .which was not the case this vear, the cholera having disappeared 
17* 
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previously to its occurrence. Those individuals, we are informed, in whom 
the character and effects of the fever had been modified, in consequence of 
its complication with cholera, experienced no attack of the former in 1833, 
notwithstanding it was accompanied this year by very different symptoms 
and demanded a plan of treatment very dissimilar from that indicated the 
preceding year;—the disease being attended by no pain of the epigastrium, 
in the majority of cases; the patient’s skin being covered with numerous 
petechia', and neither luemorrhage nor vomiting being present. 

In all cases of cholera, as well during this as during preceding and subse¬ 
quent years, M. Halphcn insists upon the complete efficacy exhibited by the 
combination ofsulphat of quinia and lacticarium. 

In the short notice which the author has given of the cholera of 1834, we 
have the following very just and candid remark. 

“In my two previous publications, in relation to this disease, 1 have, I con¬ 
ceive, shown very fully what was its nature anti character as it occurred in New 
Orleans, and what was the plan of treatment by which I have found it most suc¬ 
cessfully managed. 1 pretend not, however, to affirm that the cholera, wherever 
it has made its appearance, has been identically the same disease with that which 
prevailed in Louisiana. 1 have merely stated what 1 have myself observed, and 
it is only by comparing these local observations with such as have been made in 
other places, with a similar degree of impartiality and candour, that we can hope 
to arrive at any certain and useful general conclusions.” 



